
33

C. L. Knowles

p. B. Duff

lead analysis

^ PINE SWAMP

AT

AT

JOT2 June 1» 1983

COPY TO E*
A* M. Carnam

Connecticut DEP officials have expressed concern relative to e?-e™ted 
^ concentrations in sables obtained by determent Personnel on

sss&s-sk sss.'sra-^s.’ss- - s=-

below is a synopsis of all data described above.

LOCATION
INFORMATION

12/1^12/15 

DEP SAMPLE 

Ppb

WELL
NUMBER

WELL
DEPTH

5*
7.5’
15’

VALUE

300
940
280

DETECTION 
LIMIT

?
7
7

OLIN/ERT 
DECEMBER 1981 
PHASE II SAMPLE

2£b_____________
DETECTION 

VALUE LIMIT

HD 100

I0O 100
HD 100

MAY *83 
OLIN RESAMPLE 

ppb

VALUE

7.5
132
24

DETECTION 
LIMIT

7.5 
7.5 
7.5

e-jrrsjs: sjss s; rri

unit that has a 7.5 ppb detection limit.

NOTE: Drinking water standard for lead is 50 ppb.

din's reanalysis shows that water federate

within the drinking water Unit for lead, while ERT nshows a nocerac

elevation.

These latest results illustrated that lead
buried at Pine Swamp is quite immobile and do^sn t transfer y

the adjacent groundwater.

P/B.

PBD/sp
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INTER OFFICE MEMO Olin __ j -v

TO

TKOM

SUbJ!;(. T

P. B. Duff AT

T. Groom
J. D. Kaufman AT

PINE SWAMP SAMPLES FOR LEAD

Stamford

New Haven 
New Haven

Date June 3, 1983

CoP'i TO w. W. Harple 
R. N. Scott 
File #22

On May 19, 1983, 3 monitoring 
sampled and analyzed for lead. 
The limit of detection of the

wells at Pine Swamp were 
Results are listed below, 

method used was <7.5 ppb.

ERT Well #9 
ERT Well #17 
ERT Well #20

7.5 ppb; 7.5 ppb 
135 ppb; 130 ppb 
35 ppb; 12 ppb

Experimental:

The wells were sampled with an ISCO peristaltic 
teflon tubing rinsed with distilled, deionized 
samples. All wells were 2" PVC pipe.

pump using 
water between

Site

Well #9 
Well #17 
Well #20

Well Volume

6 1/4 liters 
7.5 liters 
9.3 liters

Volume Pumped 
Before Sampling

21 liters 
42 liters 
51 liters

Each well was pumped for ^5 well volumes before taking a 
1 gallon sample. Well #9 went dry after ^20 liters (3 4
then takeneafte?dJ/5°hered ?nly SlOWly‘ A samP^ «as
tnen taken after vL/2 hr. wait. There appeared to be an
obstruction at ^6 1/2 feet in this well. After many attempts 
the sampling tube would go no lower. ^

All samples were pressure filtered through a 0.8 
^Il^-Sr before analysis for lead. ym millipore

mdw

Ref.: B50815-B 
B50815-A 
B50815-C

T. Groom

P. B. DUPF

TOR PLANS* SAFETY - INSEPARABLE



TO C. L. Knowles
at Stamford

DATE
FROM P. B. Duff 

SUBJECT PINE SWAMP

at Stamford

August 17, 1982

COPY to 1. Groom

Attached is a copy of the states analysis 
drawn from the following wells:

conducted on groundwater with-

ERT 9 
ERT 17 

ERT 20

Brian Curtis noted that samDles //9 and /f17 
floe. contained a small amount of brown

ERT reported non detected for the lead while the 
follows: states results are as

Well No.

ERT 9 
ERT 17 
ERT 20

Lead ppb

300

940
280

•-T

PBD/mao

Attachment
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